
Item Name Organisation Theme Question / Comment Response

Kyran Wright
(Stakeholder)

Friends of the Liesbeek 
and TRUP Association

Floodline Modelling
Given the mistake made with the flood line modelling for the TRUP area, does this 
affect the results of the River Club's modelling?

Marieke De Groen (Expert): The River Club is aware of the incorrect modelling, and 
engagements have taken place with the consultants who have done the River Club's 
modelling. RHDHV's flood modelling results are similar to the findings of the River 
Club.

Frans Van de Ven
(Expert)

Dutch Consultant Team Scenario 7
In terms of Scenario 7, what is the impact of infilling areas (especially the River Club) 
on the flood lines? Is filling taken into account?

Marieke De Groen (Expert): In terms of the urban planning footprints we have, we 
see a 5cm rise

Marc Turok
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association and 
Observatory Civic 

Association
Flooding

Mention was made of a 5cm rise during the 1:100 year flood event. What about the 
levels of flooding at other times? Would infilling in the floodplain not impact on the 
1:20 and 1:50 year flood events?

Marieke De Groen (Expert): The 5cm rise is for the 1:20 and 1:50 year flood events. 
The 1:100 year flood line has not yet been modelled. RHDHV modelled the higher 
frequency floods first.

Liz Wheeler
(Stakeholder)

Friends of the Liesbeek Floating Wetlands
Floating wetlands have been successful in vleis, but not in rivers. What would 
happen to these floating wetlands during periods of flooding?

Marieke De Groen (Expert): The floating wetlands will not be placed in the main 
river. They could be positioned in areas where boardwalks are located, for instance 
adjacent to Oude Molen.

Kendall Kaveney
(Public Sector)

CoCT Maintenance
Huge operational efforts are required to maintain litter traps. Have you considered 
who will be maintaining these in your designs? In the past, maintenance has cost the 
city large amounts of financial resources.

Marieke De Groen (Expert): It is agreed that litter traps are not considered feasible 
since the capital and operational costs are high. In the report, we have stated that 
the preference is for maintenance teams, although there is reference to  proposed 
litter traps.

Jody Paterson (Expert): There is a disjuncture between what we have proposed and 
what the River Club has proposed. We had to get something down so that the 
Engineers could undertake service capacity investigations.

Geoff Underwood (Stakeholder): The River Club is proposed to be about 130 000 
square metres.

Kendall Kaveney
(Public Sector)

CoCT Water and Sanitation 

Athlone WWTW is at capacity, as are the pump stations in the area. TRUP is 
currently in competition with five other developments in the area for the provision 
of services i.e. water and electricity. The Mayor's office is currently trying to 
measure the availability of resources and the city’s demand, so that future 
developments can be granted development rights based on capacity of services 
within the City.

Tezren Pandither (Expert): We are aware of the capacity constraints, and we are in 
discussion with CoCT regarding the upgrading of infrastructure.

Carol Clark
(Stakeholder)

Pinelands Ratepayers 
Association

Sewage
Sewage is leaking and overflowing in Pinelands, and residents are not able to flush 
their toilets. Has this been considered in the bulk calculations and sanitation 
proposals for TRUP? How will this affect / address the issue in Pinelands?

Tezren Pandither (Expert): Leaking sewage in Pinelands is acknowledged. Bulk and 
sanitation services have been considered all the way to Athlone Waste Water 
Treatment Works (WWTW). There could be blockages along the line to the WWTW, 
and the consultants are working with the City of Cape Town's Department of Water 
and Sanitation. Although the leaking / blocked sewerage system in Pinelands cannot 
be addressed by the water engineering services team, it can be raised with the CoCT 
DWS.

Jean Ramsay
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association Sanitation Have you considered the use of dry toilets in the TRUP proposals?

Tezren Pandither (Expert): Dry toilets have not been considered in the TRUP 
proposals, but they can be looked at. It should be noted that the environmental 
impacts would need to be considered in terms of disposal, and the contaminants it 
contains. 

Transport Engineering 
Services Model - Rory 

Williams

Marc Turok
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association and 
Observatory Civic 

Association
Modes of Transport

The traffic flow maps do not reflect the various modes of transport. It also does not 
reflect the impact of the use of rail in the greater TRUP area. Considering that the 
infrastructure is available (while acknowledging that the rail system is not 
completely functional), why has this not been included? Also, its unclear as to 
whether only the peak is taken into account.

Rory Williams (Expert): It is agreed that numbers for the various modes of transport 
are not given on the map. It is agreed that rail forms the backbone of the area and 
the number of individuals using rail have been assumed in the model. There is a 
need to understand the flexibility of the network and that roads can be used 
programmatically i.e. some roads can be closed to traffic at some times of the day. 
Shared mobility is also very important and has been considered in the model. 
Further details need to be considered.  

Environmental and Heritage 
Baselines and Market 

Potential - Jody Paterson

Geoff Underwood
(Stakeholder)

Planning Partners Status of LSDF
Can you please confirm that the LSDF will set the policy for the area, which will serve 
as a guideline to the authorities when reviewing applications? For site specific issues, 
can you please confirm that deviations from the LSDF can be applied for?

Piet van Heerden (Public Sector): Both statements are correct. When the LSDF is 
formally adopted by the CoCT, it will form the policy for the area and will override 
the 2003 Contextual Framework.  Site specific circumstances allow developers to 
deviate from the LSDF. However, this will need to be motivated and advertised.  

Lynette Munro
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association Timeframe What are the timeframes for the LSDF?
Nisa Mammon (Expert): The Draft LSDF report will be circulated for comment on 31 
July 2017. The Final Draft will submitted on 30 October 2017. CoCT is expected to 
complete the internal adoption processes by 31 March 2018.

Geoff Underwood (Stakeholder): The River Club will be submitting a Scoping and 
Environmental Impact Assessment. Any application submitted by the River Club 
needs to be considered by the competent authority (i.e. DEADP), as the department 
cannot stop an EIA application because of a planned policy change. Authorities need 
to consider all of the work completed for a project, including the specialist studies, 
modelling etc. The competent authority will approve an EIA application if it meets all 
the considered requirements i.e. Spatial Planning Land Use Management Act, 
National Environmental Management Act etc.  However, an Environmental 
Authorisation is not always guaranteed. In terms of the River Club, the EIA process 
has started and the final EIA report will be submitted in the third quarter of the year. 
The competent authority may take another 9 months to consider everything. A final 
stakeholder engagement process would need to take place thereafter. 

Nisa Mammon (Expert): CoCT cannot stop any applications from being submitted 
for assessment. If the River Club submits their planning application before the LSDF 
is approved, the River Club's application would need to be assessed in terms of the 
2003 TRUP Contextual Framework.

Mark Callaghan
(Stakeholder)

Rosebank and Mowbray 
Planning and Aesthetics 

Committee 
River Club

How will the authorities deal with proposals from the River Club, if the proposals 
contradict the intentions of the LSDF.

Sandy Hustwick
(Public Sector)

CoCT
Hierarchy of Planning 

Frameworks

Will the LSDF override the Cape Town SDF and the Table Bay District Plan? How will 
conflicts between the larger scale frameworks and the LSDF be addressed? If 
proposals received are not in line with these policies, would the policies first need to 
be amended before the proposals are approved? 

Jody Paterson (Expert): SKA is still interested in being located within the TRUP area, 
specifically located on the NRF owned land adjacent to the River Club.

Carol Clark
(Stakeholder)

Pinelands Ratepayers 
Association

Timeframe How does the River Club's proposal affect the timeframe for the LSDF?

LSDF Planning Process - Nisa 
Mammon and Piet van 

Heerden

No questions on this section

Piet van Heerden (Public Setor): City of Cape Town has multiple layers of policy. 
The LSDF will not override the larger scale policies, but will contextualise them. 

Marc Turok
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association and 
Observatory Civic SKA

Reference is always made to the River Club, but what is happening with the Square 
Kilometre Array (SKA) project? What are their proposals? The River Club has heard 
nothing about the development, but the SKA site is located at the entrance of the 

Jean Ramsay
(Stakeholder)

TRUP Association River Club Bulk
In the Consultant Team's proposal (Scenario 7), 5 large buildings are shown in the 
River club area. However, 22 buildings are shown in the River Club's proposals. What 
is the actual bulk proposed for the River Club?

TRUP CO-DESIGN WORKSHOP (HELD AT THE RIVER CLUB ON 18 FEBRUARY 2017)

Flood Modelling and 
Watercourse Management 

Plan - Marieke De Groen

Engineering Services Model 
(Water and Sanitation)  - 

Tezren Pandither



Piet van Heerden (Public Sector): Nothing is on the table yet. To date, there haven't 
been any requests from SKA's side to attend any meetings.

Stakeholder Scenario - Mark 
Turok, Hudson McComb & 

Lynette Munro

Green Corridor 
Management Plan - Kathrin 

Krause

Developable Areas - Jody 
Paterson

Consolidation - Michael 
Krause

Mark Callaghan
(Stakeholder)

Rosebank and Mowbray 
Planning and Aesthetics 

Committee 

Heritage and 
Reclamation

Apologies for not participating earlier. The reasons for not participating is because 
RAMPAC felt that the consultants were capable of handling the process. RAMPAC's 
first participation was commenting on the baseline heritage study, and we were 
appalled at what was presented. RAMPAC feels the  consultants need to go back in 
history, and suggests that exploration of the reclamation of the Liesbeek riverine 
corridor needs to be considered. The consultants need to consider what would be 
required to remove the fill along the Liesbeek riverine corridor. RAMPAC is not 
opposing development, but the consultants need to relook at the proposals being 
presented. RAMPAC does not agree with proposals made for River Club.

Michael Krause (SUN Development - Facilitator): Thank you for your comments, 
which will be noted. The comments would also be taken into consideration in the 
HIA processes.

The Way Forward - 
Bronwen Griffiths

No questions on this section

No questions on this section

No questions on this section

No questions on this section

(Stakeholder)
Observatory Civic 

Association
SKA nothing about the development, but the SKA site is located at the entrance of the 

River Club. What conversations are taking place? What is happening in the 
background? 


